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ATTORNEY di sci plinary proceedi ng. Attorney's i cense

r evoked.

11 PER CURI AM On March 12, 2010, the Ofice of Lawyer
Regulation (OLR) filed a conplaint and notion against Attorney
Edward J. Varga requesting this court revoke Attorney Varga's
license to practice law as reciprocal discipline identical to
that inposed by the Illinois Suprene Court. On March 16, 2009,
Attorney Varga was disbarred in Illinois for multiple counts of

| ack of diligence and failure to refund fees.
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12 On March 17, 2010, this court issued an order to show
cause directing Attorney Varga to respond to the OLR s conpl aint
and notion. The order was sent to Attorney Varga at two
di fferent addresses. The order which had been mailed to the
address Attorney Varga provided to the State Bar of Wsconsin
was returned by the postal service as not deliverable. Attorney
Varga signed for the order which was mailed to the address noted
in the OLR s conplaint, but Attorney Varga filed no response to
the order to show cause.

13 Attorney Varga was admtted to practice law in
I[1linois in 1989. He becane licensed to practice law in
W sconsin in 1990. He resides in Illinois. Attorney Varga's
license to practice law in Wsconsin is currently suspended for
failure to pay State Bar dues.

4 Attorney Varga's |Illinois disbarnment resulted from
conduct which included 18 <counts of failure to act wth
reasonabl e diligence and pronptness in representing a client, 17
counts of failure to keep a client reasonably infornmed about the
status of a mtter and pronptly conplying wth reasonable
requests for information, 18 counts of failure to pronptly
refund any part of a fee paid in advance that has not been
earned, 19 counts of conduct that 1is prejudicial to the
adm nistration of justice, 19 counts of conduct which tends to
defeat the admnistration of justice or bring the courts or the
| egal profession into disrepute, and 1 count of failure to
respond to a lawful demand for information from the Illinois

| awyer disciplinary authorities. (See In re Edward Joseph
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Varga, Suprene Court No. MR 22897, Comm ssion No. 08 CH 18
(I11. March 16, 2009).)

15 Attorney Varga failed to notify the OLR of the
I[I'linois discipline within 20 days of its effective date in
violation of SCR 22.22(1).1

16 Under SCR 22.22(3), in reciprocal discipline cases,
this court shall inpose the identical discipline unless certain
exceptions are shown.? Attorney Varga has failed to claimany of
the exceptions articulated in SCR 22.22(3), and there is no

evidence in the record before the court to indicate any of these

1 SCR 22.21(1) provides: Reciprocal discipline.

An attorney on whom public discipline for
m sconduct or a license suspension for nedical
i ncapacity has been inposed by another jurisdiction
shall pronptly notify the director of the matter.
Failure to furnish the notice within 20 days of the
effective date of the order or judgnent of the other
jurisdiction constitutes m sconduct.

2 SCR 22.22(3) states:

The suprene court shall inpose the identica
di scipline or license suspension unless one or nore of
the followng is present:

(a) The procedure in the other jurisdiction was
so lacking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to
constitute a deprivation of due process.

(b) There was such an infirmty of pr oof
establishing the m sconduct or nedical incapacity that
the suprenme court <could not accept as final the
conclusion in respect to the msconduct or nedical
i ncapaci ty.

(c) The m sconduct justifies substantially
different discipline in this state.
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exceptions would be applicable. W therefore conclude that
revocation as reciprocal discipline identical to that inposed by
the Illinois Suprenme Court is appropriate pursuant to SCR 22. 22,
and we direct Attorney Varga to pay the <costs of this
proceedi ng. 3

M7 IT IS ORDERED that the |icense of Edward J. Varga to
practice law in Wsconsin is revoked, effective the date of this
or der.

18 IT I'S FURTHER ORDERED that Edward J. Varga shall pay
to the Ofice of Lawer Regulation the costs of this proceeding.

19 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Edward J. Varga shal
conply, if he has not already done so, with the requirenents of
SCR 22.26 pertaining to the duties of a person whose license to

practice law in Wsconsin has been revoked.

® The OLR s costs total $42 as of May 4, 2010.
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